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D ynam ical density functional theory:
bmnary phase-separating colloidal uid In a cavity

A J A rcherg
H H W ills P hysics Laboratory, University of B risto], BristolBS8 1TL, UK

A bstract. The dynam ical density functional theory of M arconi and Tarazona [J.
Chem . Phys., 110, 8032 (1999)], a theory forthe non-equilbriim dynam ics ofthe one-
body density pro ke ofa colloidal uid, isapplied to a binary uid m xture of repulsive
G aussian particles con ned In a spherical caviy of variable size. For thism odel uid
there exists an extremely sinple Heln holz free energy functional that provides a
rem arkably accurate description of the equilbriim uid properties. W e therefore use
this finctional to test the assum ptions im plicit in the dynam ical density fiinctional
theory, rather than any approxim ations involved in constructing the free energy
functional. W e nd very good agreem ent between the theory and B row nian dynam ics
sim ulations, focusing on caseswhere the con ned uid exhibitsphase separation in the
cavity. W e also present an instructive derivation of the Sm olichow skiequation (from

which one is able to derive the dynam icaldensiy functionaltheory) starting from the
Liouville equation { a fillly m icroscopic treatm ent of the colloid and solvent particles.
T his boarsegraining’ is, of course, not exact and thus the derivation dem onstrates the
physical assum ptions in plicit in the Sm oluchow skiequation and therefore also in the
dynam icaldensity fiinctional theory.

1. Introduction

For a m ulticom ponent uid com posed of particles w ith a large size di erence between

the di erent components, a theoretical descrption of the (inhom ogeneous) uid

dynam ics is challenging due to the varying equilbration tin escales for the di erent
soecies of particlkes in the uid. Colloidal suspensions are a particular exam ple of
such complex uids. Typically, the colloids are 10{1000nm in diam eter, whereas the
solent m olecules are, in the case of water, 02nm . The situations in which a theory
could be usad to describe the m otion of inhom ogeneous (con ned) ocolloidal particles
are m any. For exam ple, In colloidal physics the use of optical tweezers to con ne and
then m ove individual of groups of colloids iscomm on []. Sinulating such a uid isalo
com putationally expensive, because of the huge num bers of solvent m olecules required
when sim ulating even a lim ited num ber of colloids. A com m on approach to such system s
is to Integrate out the degrees of freedom of the an aller particles In order to render a
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description of the system based only on the mudh an aller) phase space corresoonding
to the degrees of freedom of the big colloid particles £].

In the case of colloidal uids in them al (static) equilbbrium , this btoarsegrained’
approach is, at least om ally, well understood and one is able to form ulate an e ective
Ham iltonian forthe uid nvolving only the phase space coordinates of the big particles.
O f course, the e ective potential between the big particks is, In general, m any-body
In character and dependent on the density of both the solvent and ocolloid particles
2, 3]. For exam pl, the depletion potential, or e ective solvent m ediated Interaction
potential, between big hard-sohere particles dissolved in a solvent of sm allhard spheres,
is oscillatory for large ssparations 4] and is therefore very di erent from the bare’
potentials one typically encounters between the particles ofa m olecular uid. H owever,
for the non-equilbrium dynam ics of colloidal uids, coarsegraining is carried out on a
m ore ad-hocbasis. A com m on approach isto usethee ective solvent m ediated potential
obtained from the equillbbriim theory together w ith stochastic equations ofm otion { ie.
the force on the ocolloids due to collisions w ith the solvent particles is m odelled as a
random white noise tetmm and a frdctional (Stokes) onebody drag force. The colloids
are thus m odelled as B rownian particlkes. From the (Langevin) equations ofm otion for
the Brownian particles one can obtain the FokkerP lanck (Sm oluchow ski) equation [_5]
for the colloid probability distribution finction in phase space, and thus one is abl to
determ ine non-equillbbriuim dynam ic properties of the colloidal uid. In going to such
a stochastic description of the dynam ics one Inevitably neglects hydrodynam ic e ects.
W e justify the above stochastic approach in Sec. 4.

In thispaperwe consider cases ofam odelcolloidal uid con ned in tin e dependent
onebody extemal potentials. W e focus on the tine dependence of the uid one-
body density pro l, using the dynam ical density functional theory ©DFT) derived
recently by M arconi and Tarazona [§, i1] 3. In a recent paper [@] (see also Ref.
fid]), i was dem onstrated that this DDFT could be derived from the Sm olichow ski
equation, by m aking the assum ption that the form of correlations between particles in
an inhom ogeneous uid out of equilbbrium , is the sam e as in an equilbrium uid with
the sam e one body density pro ke [, 7, 9]. W e apply the DDFT to the dynam ics of
a particular m odel colloidal uid, the binary Gaussian core model (GCM ), m aking
a comparison between the results from the DDFT and Brownian dynam ics BD)
simulation results. D zubiella and Lios [11] made a sin flar com parison for the one
com ponent GCM , and found good agreem ent between theory and simulations. The
GCM isasinplm odelforthee ective potentialbetween the centers ofm assofpolym ers
or dendrim ers in solution [3,12,13,14,15,16,17,18]. The reason D zubilla and Likos
chose this particular model uid is that there exists a very sinple, yet rem arkably
accurate (as we dem onstrate below form ixtures) Heln holtz free energy functional for
descrbing the equilbrium properties of the GCM 3, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24] and thus
by using this functional combined wih the DDFT they were ablk to test som e of the

X Thekey DDFT equation Eq. {_l-g)) was proposed originally, w ithout derivation, by Evans [g].
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approxin ations inherent in the DDF T, rather than the approxin ations involved in the

free energy fuinctional. The DDF T has also been successfiilly applied to situations w ith

steady currents P8§,24]and very recently, Rex etal have applied theDDFT tothe GCM
uid In shear and travelling wave potentials R7]. For these cases they also nd good

agreem ent between theory and sin ulations. O ne particular question we w ish to address

here iswhetherthe DD FT can incorporate dynam icale ectsthat are speci cto colloidal
uids com posed oftwo di erent soecies of colloids and, In particular, dynam icale ects

arising when there is phase ssparation and wetting phenom ena in a con ned colloidal
uid.

T he paper is arranged as Hllows: Th Sec.? we introduce and brie y describe the
DDFT.The resulks from the application of the DDFT are presented in Sec.3. In Sec.
4 we give an alternative derivation of the Sm olichow ski equation. Starting from the
Liouville equations for a m xture of colloid and solvent particles, we rst obtann the
K ram ers equation and then from this the Sm oluchow skiequation. T hese equations can
also be derived as the (generalised) FokkerP lanck equations for a system of B rownian
particles w ith stochastic equations ofm otion. T he present derivation elicidates som e of
the physical assum ptions conceming the uid dynam ics that are in plicit in the K ram ers
and the Sm oluchow skiequations. W e believe this derivation sheds light on the status of
the DDFT and the approxin ations inherent in this theory. F inally, n Sec.§ we discuss
our results and draw som e conclisions.

2. TheDDFT

Before ntroducingtheDDFT ,we recallbrie y som e ofthe basic results from equiliorium
density fiinctional theory EDFT) [, 28] that are required for our discussion of the
DDFT.Thekey quantity in EDFT is the Helnzholtz free energy functional:

FL @M]=Fual @]+ Fex[ @]+  drue:@®) @©); @

which is a functionalof (r), the uid onebody density. For sin plicity we consider a
one-com ponent uid. Ueyt () ZI% a one body extemal potential and

Ful @1=kT dr @Mh(’ @) 1] @)

is the (exact) ideal gas free energy;  is the themm al de Broglie wavelength of the
particles. Fe [ (v)] is the excess (over ideal) contribution to the free energy due to
interactions between the particles B, 28]. h EDFT one considers the fllow ing grand

potential functional .

[ @®]=F[ ()] dr (r); ©)

where isthe chem ical potential. T he equilbrium density distribution is given by the
m inin isation condition [, 28]:

= 0: @)
(r)
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Thus, using Egs. @) { @), one cbtains the Hllow ing EulerLagrange equation for the
equillbbriim uid density pro le:

O=ksThh ° () KTc” @+ Uaeld) 5)
w here the one body direct correlation function:

c® (¥) M] . (6)
(x)

= 1=kg T isthe hverse tem peratureand k Tc" (r) isan e ective onebody potential
that Incorporates the e ect of the interparticle Interactions in the uid. The central
task n EDFT isto nd a suitablk approxin ation forFo, [ ()] for the uid of interest.
Fex [ (®)]is, In general, an unknown quantity. A second functionalderivative ofFe, [ ()]
gives the Inhom ogeneous (O mstein~Zemike) pair direct correlation fiinction:

) 0 Fal O
c” (t;r) ©) Q" (7)
O ften, approxin ations forFo, [ (r)] are constructed by requiring that the approxin ate
excess H eln holtz free energy functionalgenerate, via Eq. 1), reliable results orc? (r),
the buk pair direct correlation function, about which much isknown from the theory of
buk equilbrim uids B8, 291.
W enow m ove on to consider a non-equillbbriuim uid ofN B row nian colloid particles.
W e denote the position of the i colloid particle by rj, and the set of all position
coordinatesby fr; 51y g. The totalcollodd potentialenergy Uy (2 ;t) isassum ed
to be of the follow Ing form :
X 1X X
Uy @ 0= Uee @it) + 5 up (ry;13) +
=1 61 =1 k6361 361 =1

X X X
us (riirsin) + 50 (8)

Il

which ism ade up ofa onebody tem , ie. a tim edependent onebody extemal potential
Uext (ri;t) acts on each wuid partick; a twobody tem , which is a sum of (tine
Independent) pair potentials u, (rj;ry); a three body tem , given by a sum of three-
body potentials us (rj; r;; ) and higher body temn s, each given by a sum ofm ultioody
potentials. Shce we do not include explicitly the solvent particks, this potentialm ust
Include contrbutions from solvent m ediated interactions between the colloids as well
as the direct (pare) interactions between the colloids { we will retum to this issue In
Sec.4¥. On the Brownian tim e scale the equations of m otion of the colloids obey the
ollow ing stochastic (Langevin) equations ofm otion B0]:

ydri@  QUy (@ ;b
dt @ri
k For the purposes of calculating equilbrium uid properties, all solvent e ects are lncluded in the

e ective potentialUy " ;t). However, for dynam ics, the solvent friction has to be explicitly taken into
acocount.

+ G ©)
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where ! isa friction constant characterising the onebody drag of the solvent on the

colloidalparticlesand G ; (£) = (I (B); f(t); { () isawhitenoise term w ith the property
h, ©i= 0;
h, ©; ©)i=2ksT 3 € 9H: 10)

The stochastic equations of m otion (), of course, neglect hydrodynam ic interactions
between the colloids.
W e can de ne a probability density fiinction P ) (' ;t) or the N colloids. The
tin e evolution of P ™) (X ;t) is descrbed by the Sm oluchow skiequation FI:
o) X ™)
@p @ @p QUy o)

= kB T +
@t -1 @ri @ri @ri

11)

This equation is the (generalised) FokkerP lanck equation for the Langevin equations
@) . The Sm oluchow ski equation is generally presented from this stochastic viewpoint.
However, aswe show below in Sec.4, one can argue for its use as an approxin ation to
the exact Liouville equations: By going to the Sm oluchow ski equation the description
of the uid is reduced to one based sokly on the position coordinates of the colloids,
rather than utilising the full set of phase space coordinates for the colloid and solvent
particles. However, In practice a further reduction is required in order to be ablk to
determ ine explicitly the dynam ics of the colloids. Tn particular, we focus on the colloid
onebody density [, .10, 2'_92]

7
@;H=N dr: dnpP @ ;0 12)
Sin ilarly, the n-particle density is .
N !
WPty ————  dryeg i dg P Y @0 13)

™ n)!
W enow llow closely the derivation in Ref. §]: Usng Egs. @), ¢2) and {13), we nd
that on integrating Eq. 1)), one cbtains [, 311:

1 @ @i kT @* (@b N @ (rl;t)@uext (r1;0)
Qt Z@rf Qry Qr
+ @i I @Uz(;rlirz)
é:l g g B @us (1 ;127 13)
+ — dr, dr; @ (J:l;rz;rg,;t)M + @4)
Cha] @n

At equilbbrium , when @ (r;t)=@t = 0, this equation is just the gradient of the (exact)
rst equation of the YBG hierarchy RY1.

W e are now In a position to m ake contact wih EDFT . For an equiliboriim uid
the gradient of k Tc® (r) (seeEqg. (6)), a one body oroe due to interactions betw een
particles in the uid, is given by the ollow ing sum +ule [, 9, 321:

Z Z
ec® @) X Qu, @)

kT @)— = dry:: dr, @ @@)——: (15)

@rl @rl
n=2
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If we assum e that we can use ({§) fr a nonequilbriim uid we are assum ing that

the e ective one body force on a particlke in the uid due to interactions w ith the other

particles is the sam e as that in the equilbrium uid wih the sam e one body density

pro k. W e m ake this assum ption and using Egs. @5) and @) together with Eq. (L4)
we cbtain the key DDFT equation [, 7%, 91:

@ (b Q@ Q@ F[ (o]

= — ©— —

@t Qr Qr (r;t)

whereF [ (r;t)] isgiven by Eq. {1) wih (r) replaced by the tin e dependent onebody

density (r;t). Before comm enting on the status of Eq. {I6), we note that the above

argum ents can easily be generalised to the case w here there are several di erent species

; (16)

of colloids. If there are Q di erent spoecies of colloids, ]EQIIth N 4 colloids of species g,

such that the total num ber of colloidal particles isN = g: 1 N4, and the total colloid
e ective potential energy is c£.Eq. ®)):
¥ Xe 1 X x Xe o
Uy ;0 = ugxt (g + = ug’q (Cgii L) + 2 (17)
a=1 i=1 g=1 j6i =1

In this case, the Sm oluchow skiequation (1) sim ply becom es

ep ™) X X9 g @p ) Quy
- . ks T + N
@t =1 =1 @ rqii @ rqr'i @ rqii

where ' is the friction constant for the g™ species of collodd particle. One can then
integrate Eq. (I§) to cbtain a DDFT for the onebody density pro les. The onebody

density of species g is:

P(N)

; 18)

¥a Z v Z
g @git) = Ng dry;: dd'«p ) (' ;v); 19)
=2 L6 q
ie, 4yt isgiven by the ntegralover P &) with respect to all the colloid position
coordinates other than those of the 1 = 1 colloid of species g. The m ulticom ponent
generalisation ofthe DDFT equation (16) then becom es:

@ 4 (b @ @ F [ 4 @Dgl
T g amb 0)
@t @r Qr q ;D)
where the Helm holtz free energy fiinctional for the m ulticom ponent colloidal uid is

cfEq. @)):

e Z
F[f q@gl= kg T dr 40 In( 3_[ q@i) 11+ B [f 4 (Dal
=1
e Z
+ drul,, @it 4 @b: 1)
=1

For an Inhom ogeneous equilbbriim  uid Egs. @) and ) inply that the chem ical
potential = F= (r) is a constant throughout the body of the uid. Sim ilarly, for
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an inhom ogeneous equilbbrium mulicom ponent uid, the chem ical potentials for the

di erent species,

_ _FEqmgl 02)
q (@

take a constant value throughout the uid. The DDFT () is equivalent to assum ing

that in the non-equillbbrum uid, this is not the case, and that the gradients of the

q

chem ical potentials are the themm odynam ic forces driving particle currents j; of each
secies [, §1:

. @
L= 4 g (r;t)@—: : 23)
On combining this resul w ith the continuity equation
@ q@b @
q@t = Ef qu;t),' (24)

one cbtainsthe DDFT Eq. (). The DDFT is clearly not a theory for a colloidal uid

In which there is a tem perature gradient. In order to incorporate such an e ect In a

m icroscopic theory, one would need to construct an extemal potential that couples to
both the position and m om entum degrees of freedom of the colloids. In reality, such
them ale ects nom ally also In uence the solvent particles. In the present description

wehave e ectively assum ed that the solvent actsasa heatbath, kesping the tem perature
of the colloids at a constant value { even In cases where the change In the extemal
potential is such that onewould nd an Increase In the tem perature ofthe uid were it
a sin ple m olecular, non-colloidal) uid { for exam ple under rapid com pression.

A swe have already m entioned, F, [f 4 (r)g], the equilbrium excess H eln holtz free
energy functional for the uid m xture is, n principle, an unknown quantiy. There
exist, depending on the uid in question, a num ber of accurate approxin ate fnctionals,
w hich give extrem ely good resuls forequilbrium uid density pro les fora w ide variety
of external potentials (see, for exam ple, Ref. 8] and references therein). Thismeans
that the DDFT Q) is a very appealing theory for the dynam ics of an inhom ogeneous
colloidal uid, since it buildsdirectly upon ED F'T , one ofthem ost successful theories for
the equilbrium properties of inhom ogeneous uids. A s the presentation above show s,
the DDFT is clkarly not an exact theory. However, the fact that, n principle, the
equilbbriim pro lsobtained from the DDFT are aln ost exact leads one to expect that
the theory should be reliablk { at least when the uid isnot too far from equilbrium .

3. Application ofthe DDFT to the GCM

W e argued In the previous section that the DDFT Q) should be a good theory for the
dynam ics ofa colloidal uid when the uid isnear to equilbbrium , provided we have an
accurate approxin ation for the excess Helm holtz free energy fiinctional F, £ ; ;) g]
rthe uid Wwe now use i;j, rather than g;q° to Jabelthe di erent species of colloids) .
In this section we shall dem onstrate that in the case of a particular model uid for
w hich we do have an accurate H elm holtz free energy functional, the DDFT seem s to be
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reliabl even for situations when the uid is quite far from equilbrium and phenom ena
such as phase ssparation and interfacial adsorption Wetting) are present. T hroughout
we assum e that the Brownian level of description (§) provides an accurate acoount of
the underlying particle dynam ics.

D zubilla and Likos [I1] applied the DDFT to a one-component model uid in
which the particles interact via a purely repulsive G aussian potential, the G aussian
core model (GCM ). Their choice of model uid was motivated by the fact that a
sin ple m ean— eld approxin ation for F o, [f ; (r)g] proves to be quite accurate for the
equilbbriim properties, and thus they were able to test whetherthe DDFT form ulation
(6) of dynam ics is accurate. W e shall say m ore about thism odel uid below . Their
strategy was to consider the inhom ogeneous uid con ned In either a spherical cavity or
a slit. They used EDFT to caloulate the equilbrium density pro ke corresponding to a
particular extemal potential and considered cases w hen the external potential suddenly
changed (ie., a param eter In the extemal potential was either increased or decreased).
U sing the density pro ke from the EDFT as the starting density pro l, they used the
DDFT to determ Ine how the density pro ke of the uid evolved towards equilborium .
T he reliability of their results was assessed by m aking com parison w ith BD sin ulation
results { ie.they num erically integrated Eq. (@) a num ber ofdi erent tin es, fordi erent
realisations of the stochastic noise, and then averaged over allthe di erent runs in order
to obtain the ensem ble average tin e evolution ofthe uid density pro le. D zubiella and
Likos found that the DDFT and the BD simulation resultswere In very good agreem ent
[12]. W e llow the sam e strategy here but for a binary m ixture of GCM particlks.

T he one com ponent GCM doesnot exhibit uid- uid phase ssparation [, 19]. It is
therefore of nterest to nd out whetherthe DD FT provesto be reliabl forthe dynam ics
of inhom ogeneous uids when there is phase ssparation in the uid and when related
Interfacial phenom ena such as wetting of the caviy wall are present. The m odel uid
we consider is the binary GCM . This uid does exhbi liquid-liquid phase ssparation
R0, 21]. The GCM particles interact via the Bllow ing purely repulsive pair potential:

U5 () = g5exp (0 P=R3) (25)
and no other hisherbody potentials. In Eq. £5) i;j= 1;2 labelthe two di erent species
of particles, ;; > 0 is a param eter that determ nes the strength of the interaction and
R;;; denotes the range of the interaction potential. Note that this potential has no
hard core; the centres of the particles can overlap com pltely. W hen one considers
the e ective potential between the centres ofm ass of polym ers in a good solvent, one

nds that the G aussian potential @5:), wih 2k T and R Ry, the polym er
radius of gyration, provides a good approxin ation {,12,13,14,15,16]. W hen the uid
density becom es su ciently high, each GCM particle interacts w ith a large num ber of
neighbours, and it is established that the follow Ing m ean— eld excess Helm holz free
energy finctional §, 19,20, 211:
1 X2 Z Z ) ) |
Fecf 1 @09]= - dr  dr’ ;@) ;@)uy; (G £; (26)

43=1



DDFT : binary phase separating colloidal uid in a cavity 9

becom es rather accurate. T his finctional generates the RPA closure for the direct pair
correlation functions (£ Eq. (7)):

2
@ .0 F [ 51 ()l _ o .
c; () —o @ us (e @7)

W e solve the DDFT Q) for the binary GCM con ned in spherically symm etric
extemal potentials of the fom :

uw @ =E @=R)°; 8)

ext

where r is the distance from the origin, E = 10kg T and the length-scale R isthe sam e
for both species of particles. This potential is of the sam e form as one of the extemal
potentials considered in Ref. [I]] for a one com ponent uid of GCM particks. As the
length param eter R is increased, the size of the caviy is increased. W e consider cases
where ortimest< 0the uid isatequilibrium con ned in a cavity w ith potentials 28),
wih R = R;. Then at t= 0 the caviy potentials changeto oneswith R = R, 6 R ;.
D ue to the spherical sym m etry of the extemal potentials, the (ensamble average) uid
one body density pro lsw illalso digolay spherical symm etry. In thebinary GCM uid
we shall considerm ixtures w ith two di erent sets ofpairpotential param eters. The rst
corresoonds to a st giving bulk liquid-liquid phase ssparation and the second to a set
giving m icrophase-separation P3]. W e shall also assum e throughout that the friction
constants for the two di erent species of partickes are equal, ie., 11 = 21 = !, to
keep the problem as sinpk as possble,f!

31.DDFT fora GCM uid which exhibits buk phase separation

W e consider a binary GCM uid wih pair potential parameters 11 = ., = 2kg T,
12 = 18877kg T, Ry, = 0:665R{; and R, = 0:849R;;, which exhdbits buk uid—-uid
phase ssgparation. The fact that R1, = 1+ )R 11 + Rx»)=2, with > 0, ensures
that the uid exhibits positive non-additivity and it is this feature which induces phase
separation. This choice of pair potential param eters was used in a num ber of previous
studies by the author PRI, 22, 33, 34, 33]. The uid phaseseparates at high total

densities = 1+ ,,wherr ; and , arethebulk densities ofthe two species. W ihin
themean—-eld DFT de ned by Eq. £6) the (lower) criticalpoint isat R, = 5:6 and
concentration x  ,= = 070 P1].

The 1rst case we consider is that with N; = 200 big particles of soecies 1 and
N, = 100 particles of species 2, con ned n acavity with R = 4R ; ort< 0. Att= 0
the cavity size is suddenly reduced to R = 3R;;. In Fig.'] we display the evolution of
the uid density pro ls after this sudden com pression of the cavity. W e display the
results from solving the DDFT @U) combined with the RPA finctional @8), as well
as results from BD simulations [3§]. Th the BD simulations we num erically integrate
Eqg. {d) generalised to two di erent species of GCM particles. W e typically perform

{ Another m ore realistic choice, ©llow ing Stokes, would be to set il / Ri. However, we do not
believe m aking this altemative choice would a ect any of our overall conclisions.
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Figure 1. Density pro ks ;(rt) ODFT results: solid line for species 1, dashed
line for species 2; symbols are BD results, (+) for species 1, () for species 2) for a

uid com posed of N ; = 200 particles of species 1 and N, = 100 particles of species
2,which is nitially (€< 0) at equilbrium In an extemalpotential of the form in Eg.
©8) with R = 4R;;. At t= 0 the external potentials suddenly change to those w ith
R = 3Ri1;. The pro ks are potted for varioust = kg T R flt. The two species of
particles are uniform Iy m ixed in the cavity at t= 0, but due to the increase in density,
the equilbrium pro ls for the uid In the cavity wih R = 3R ;; exhibits a degree of
dem ixing. Note also that ; (r= 0;t) is a non-m onotonic function oftin e.
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Figure 2. This is the reverse case of that displayed in Fig.il. Tnitially (t< 0) the uid
is at equilbriim con ned in extemalpotentials of the form Eg. C_Z-E_i‘) with R = 3R1;.
Then at t = 0 the cavity potentials suddenly change to those with R = 4Ri;. The
pro lesareplbtted rvarioust = ks T R 2 t.
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Figure 3. The second m om ent of the density pro ls, m 3 (t), de ned by Eq. (2:5_3)
The keft hand gure is for the cases corresponding to the densiy pro les displayed in
Fjgs.'-_;h' and lr_ﬁ The right hand gure corresoonds to the cases In Fjgs.:ff and E The
solid lines are the second m om ent for species 1, m § (t), and the dashed linesm 3 (), or
species 2. In each case, the curves w ith a higher value ofm ; t! 1 ) correspond to
a nalextemalpotentialw ith a larger valie of R . Note that in both casesm % (t) is
non-m onotonic, whereasm § (t) is a m onotonic fiinction of tim e.

1500 di erent rmuns, each wih di erent realisations of the stochastic noise temm , and

then average over all the di erent runs In order to obtain the ensemble average tim e
evolution ofthe uid density pro ls. In order to generate each starting con guration,
we allow the uid to equilbrate for a reduced time t kT Rit= 10wih a xed
parameter R = R, (= 4R ;) In the extemal potential, before changing this param eter
to R = R, = 3Ry;) and detem ining the relaxation of the uid. T Fig. i the density
pro ksatt= 0 correspond to those ofthe equilbbrium uid in a cavity with R = 4R 14}
W hen the extemalpotentialparam eterR = 4R ;;, thetwo soecies of GCM particks are
m ixed w ithin the cavity, although because the walls of the cavity favour species 1, there
is a higher density of species 1 around the outside of the cavity. T his preference of the
cavity wall for species 1 isdue to the fact that the cavity wallpotentials forboth species
of particles decay into the uid with the sam e decay length. This results in an e ective
attraction between thewalland species 1 P2]. Forsmallt> 0, the initial tom pression’
ofthe uid resuls in the growth ofa sharp peak In the densities ofboth soecies around
r’ R,= 3R;. Thiscauses a density Wave’ to travel through the uid into the centre
of the cavity. The uid reaches equilbbriuim at t t=p ’ 13,where 5 = =RZ is
the Brownian tine scale. In Fig.J, we diplay the uid density pro ks for the tines
t =0,0025,01,03,08,and 2. Thepro k fort = 2 e ectively corresoonds to the
equilbrim pro ke forthe extemalpotential @8) with R = 3R ;. W ith this value ofR

the uid exhibits a degree ofphase separation in the cavity due to the fact that the total
*  Note that within the grand canonical EDFT the m ean num ber of particles N ;i of species i in the

caviy is constrained. In practﬂ'ge we set the chem icalpotentials ; such that the the m ean num ber of
particles in the cavity, W iji= dr ;(r) = N ;, the number of particles in the BD sin ulation.
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Figure 4. Density pro ls ;(rt) (solid line for species 1, dashed line for species 2)
fora uid composed ofN; = 25000 particls of species 1 and N, = 5000 particles of
species 2, which is initially (£ < 0) at equilbriim con ned in extemal potentials of
the orm in Eq. C_Z-Q‘) wih R = 9Ri1;. Then at t = 0 the extemal potentials suddenly
change to thosewih R = 13R1;. Thepro ksare pbtted forvarioust = kg T R flt.
Iniially, the uid issgparated into two phases, one rich in species 1 around the outside,
Wetting’ the wall of the cavity, and the other phase in the centre of the cavity, rich in
species 2. Notice the slow di usion of particles through the uid- uid interface in the
later stages of the equilbration.

density ofthe uid In the cavity has increased. T he particles of species 1 arem ostly to
be found adsorbed around the wall of the cavity and species 2 tow ards the centre of the
cavity. In Fig.2 we digplay the density pro les for the reverse situation to the case In
Fig.1: The extemalpotentials £8) are nitially < 0) thosewih R = 3Ry;. Then, at
t= 0, the potentials are changed to thosewih R = 4R ;. In this case the uid reaches
equilbriim when t ’ 1:7. The reason that the ‘om pression’ case Fig.1) is ablk to
reach equilbriim faster than the relaxation case Fig.13) is that in the com pression
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Figure 5. This is the reverse case of that displayed in Fig.4. Iitially (c< 0) the uid
isatequilbrium con ned in extemalpotentialsofthe form m Eqg. C_Z-Q‘) wihR = 13Rq;.
Then at t= 0 the extemalpotentials suddenly change to thosewith R = 9R;;. The
pro ks are plotted forvaribust = ks T R Z;t. Notice the concentration Wave’ dip
In the pro e of species 1 and a peak In pro ke for species 2) that travels tow ards the
centre of the cavity which allow s the uid to reach equilbrium slightly faster than In
the opposite (relaxation) process { see F ig. :ff

case the Yhodk wave' that travels inward, m ixes up the uid, which allows it to reach
equilbriim faster than in the relaxation case. In Fig.3 we display the second m om ent
of the density pro Ik,

mi) = drr’ ;@D): 29)

D zubiella and Likos {11] found that fora one com ponent GCM  uid this isa m onotonic
function of tine. For the relaxation (caviy expansion) case they found that m , (t)
can be very accurately approxin ated by an exponentially decaying function. For the
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com pression case, m ; (£) is also m onotonic, and can be accurately param eterised by a
finction com posad of two exponentials. T hey also found that the one com ponent G CM
uid reaches equilbrium faster in the com pression case, where R is decreased at tine
t = 0, rather than the relaxation case. For the binary GCM uid, m 5 (t) is alo a
m onotonic function of tim e (dashed lines), but interestingly, m % (t) is not (solid lines) {
see Fig. 3. This is because particks of species 1 are adsorbed on the wall of the cavity
and when the param eter R In the extemal potentials is suddenly decreased, particlkes
of species 1 are forced m ore strongly tow ards the centre of the cavity than the species
2 particles. This causes an Increase In the density of species 1 at the centre of the
cavity. However, in the nal stages of the uid equilbration, the density of species
1 at the centre of the caviy decreases again. In other words, ;(r = 0;t) is a non—
m onotonic function of tim e. Sin ilarly, when the cavity is suddenly increased in size, it
is the particles of species 1 that Yeel’ the space around the outside ofthe uid that has
suddenly appeared, ratherthan the species 2 particles, and so it is soecies 1 partickesthat
m ove outwards to 1l this space. However, in the nalstages of the uid equilbration
process, there is a net ow of species 1 particles back towards the centre of the cavity.
For these reasons, only m 3 (t) is a non-m onotonic fiunction of tim e. D ynam ic processes
such as these only occur when the uid con ned In the cavity is a binary uid, where
the wall of the cavity has a preference for one of the species. A s can be seen from F iQgs.
1, and 2, there is rem arkably good agreem ent between the density pro Jes obtained from
theDDFT and from the BD sinulations. Thisagreem ent givesus con dence conceming
the reliability ofthe DDFT for cases where the num bers of particles are such that BD
sim ulations becom e com putationally too expensive. N ote also that the RPA functional
6) becom es Increasingly accurate as the GCM  uid density is ncreased [, 19]; this
should further i prove the accuracy ofthe DDFT resuls.
In Figs. 4 and § we display the DDFT results for a sin ilar situation as in Figs.
1 and 2, except in this case the cavity is Jarger and the number of con ned particks
is higher: N; = 25000 particles of species 1 and N, = 5000 partickes of species 2 (the
average densities are also higher). In Fig.4 we display the results for the case when
the uid, ort< 0, is at equilbriim in a cavity with potentials given by Eq. @8) with
R = 9Ri;. Then at t = 0 the potentials change suddenly to those with R = 13Rq;.
W e plot the density pro ks ort = 0, 0.02, 004, 006,01, 05,1, 5, 10, 20, 30 and
1 . Here and elsswhere, the t = 1 density pro ls are those obtained using EDFT
for cavity potentialswih R = R,. In the present case R, = 13R;;.) W e see that at
t= 0 the uid is strongly phase ssparated in the caviy, w ith the phase rich In species
1 Wetting’ the wall of the cavity, and the phase rich in species 2 at the centre of the
cavity. The nalequilbbriim con guration,t! 1 ,when the cavity radusR = 13R 1,
is that where the two species of particlkes are m ixed together in the cavity, although the
preference of the cavity wall for species 1 ensures that the density of soecies 1 is still
higher around the outside ofthe cavity. In order to reach this equilbrium con guration
the uid rstexhibitsa fuik’ ow ofthephase rich in species 1 to 1llthe soace created
around the outside of the uid by the caviy expansion. There is then a ssocond slow’
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process w hereby the two dem ixed phases m ix, ie. the di usion of particles across the
uid- uid Interface is a slow process.

For the reverse (cavity com pression) situation, the results are displayed in Fig. §.
Fort< 0 the uid isat equilbrium in a cavity with potentials given by Eq. £8) with
R = 13Rq;. Then at t = 0 the potentials change suddenly to thosewith R = 9Rq;.
W e plot the density pro s fort = 0,0.02,01,05,1,3,5,10,15,20,35and 1 . In
this case the uid readches equilbrium slightly faster than in the case where the cavity
size is ncreased. T his isbecause in the cavity com pression case, the sudden decrease of
R at t= 0 sends a particle concentration Wave’ into the centre of the cavity (see Fig.
H) which allows the uid to reach equilbrium faster. This Wave’ form s as a dip in the
density pro ke of species 1 and a peak in pro ke for species 2 couple together and m ove
tow ards the centre of the cavity. The am plitude of the wave increases w ith proxin ity
to the centre of the cavity. A s can be seen In the right hand gure of Fig. 3 for both
these cases the second m om ents of the density pro les, given by Eq. £9), show sin ilar
behaviour to the cases wih fewer particles in Figs. and 2 { se Fig.3. m; () isa
non-m onotonic fiinction oftin e, wheresasm 5 (t) is a m onotonic function oftine. A s for
the cases in F igs. 1, and Z, this is due to the fact that the species 1 particles are adsorbed
on the cavity wall, rather than the species 2 particles.

32.DDFT ora GCM uid which exhibits m icrophase separation

W e now oconsider a binary GCM uid with pair potential param eters the sam e as in
the previous subsection exospt that R, = 06R;;, ie. R, = 1+ )R 11 + Ryx)=2,
wih < 0;the uid exhibits negative non-additivity. This uid does not exhbit buk
uid- uid phase ssparation. D ue to the negative non-additiviy there is a propensiy to
ordering in the uid In which particles of species 1 have as nearest neighbours particles
of species 2, and vice versa P3]. W e refer to this phenom enon as 12 ordering’. At
high totaldensities EDFT predicts that thisGCM uid fieezes Into a crystal in which
the particles are highly delocalized, w ith Lindem ann param eters as high as 90% near
melting P3]. W hen the uid is con ned In a spherical cavity and the uid density
is high enough, the uid fom s an bnion’ structure of altemating layers, one particle
thick, of the two di erent species R3] (see also Figs. §, 7, 8 and 10). Sin ilarly, when
the high density m ixture is con ned in a planar slit the density pro les show that uid
fom s altemating layers of the two di erent species paralkel to the walls of the slit R3].
At lower densities the two di erent species of particles are m ixed. This m icrophase
Separation is associated w ith the fact that the buk uid exhibits an instability with
respect to periodic density m odulations { a ' -instability’. For m ore details regarding
the orighn of this instability see Ref. R3] and references therein. Here our interest is
Iim ited to the question: Can the DD FT describe the fom ation of bnion’ structures in
a spherical cavity with potentials given by Eq. ©£§) when R is reduced, and can the
DDFT describe the onion il elting” when R is Increased?
W e follow a strategy sin ilar to that taken in the previous subsection and m ake



DDFT : binary phase separating colloidal uid in a cavity 16

) Ryt

) Ry

) Ry

) Ryt

T T T
t=0

- o ™

— -

i i

o a4

~ ~

= =

= =

& &
o™ ™

— —

— —

o o

— —

= =

= =

& &

2 5
1Ry

Figure 6. Density pro les ;(r;t) (solid line isDDFT resuls for species 1, dashed line
for species 2; symbols are BD results, (+) for species 1, () for species2.) fora uid
com posed ofN ; = 200 particles of species 1 and N , = 150 particles of species 2, which
is initially (£ < 0) at equilbrium con ned In extemal potentials of the form in Eqg.
C_Z-Q‘) wih R = 4Ri;. Then at t= 0, the extemal potentials suddenly change to those
wih R = 3R;;. Thepro ksare plotted for varioust = kg T R flt. Thismodel uid
exhibitsm icrophaseseparation. The nalt = 1 con guration isan bnion’ structure.
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F igure 7. This is the reverse case of that displayed in Fig.i§. Initially (c< 0) the uid
isat equilbrium con ned in extemalpotentialsofthe form in Eq. (2:8_:) withR = 3R1.
Then at t= 0, the extemal potentials suddenly change to thosewith R = 4Ri;. The
pro les are plotted for varioust = kg T R flt. The initialt = 0 con guration is an
bnion’ structure.
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a ocom parison between the results from DDFT and BD sinulations for cases wih a
lin ited num ber of particlkes, n order to dem onstrate the reliability of the DDFT for
this particular GCM uid and then we apply the DDFT to cases where the num ber
of particles is too high for sim ulations to be a realistic tool for studying the dynam ics.
In Fig. & we display the density pro Js fora uid composed of N ; = 200 particles of
oecies 1 and N, = 150 particles of species 2, which is nitially (£ < 0) at equilbbrium
con ned in extemal potentials of the orm in Eq. @8) with R = 4R;;. Then att= 0
the extemal potentials are suddenly changed to thosewih R = 3R;;. W e disgplay the
density pro lesfort = 0,0.025,0.05,01,05and 1. In the initialt= 0 density pro ks
we see that there is little sign of the uid exhibiting 12 ordering. A s was the case for
the uid described in the previous subsection, the wall potentials result In an e ective
attraction between the wallofthe cavity and particles of species 1. T herefore there isan
Increased density of species 1 around the wallofthe caviy. Follow ing the com pression in
the cavity att= 0, there isan initialin— ow of uid towardsthe centre ofthe caviyy and
an increase In the density ofthe uid nearto the caviy wall. Follow ing this initial stage,
the uid rlaxes into a con guration which exhibits a pronounced degree of 1-2 ordering
{sethet = 1 gurei Fig.§. In Fig.7 we digpply the results for the reverse situation,
ie.when the uid is mitially (£ < 0) at equilbrium oon ned In extemal potentials of
the form in Eq. £§) with R = 3R, then at t = 0, the extemal potentials suddenly
change to thosewith R = 4R;. W e diply the pro ks fort = 0, 0025, 005, 0.1,
05 and 1. In both cases the agreem ent between the DDFT and the BD sinulations is
rem arkably good. F ig.8§ displays the results forthe second m om ent ofthe density pro k,
de ned by Eq. €9). As in the previous subsection, In the present case the m om ents
m % (t) for species 1 are non-m onotonic functions of tin e, whereas the m om ents m % (t)
are m onotonic fiinctions oftime. The uid which exhbis 12 ordering is ablk to reach
equilbbriim faster than the uid considered in the previous subsection which exhibits
bulk phase ssparation. T his isbecause the average distance the particlesm ust di use to
be arranged in am icrophase-separated distribution is shorter than in the case where the
nal equilbrium con guration is that exhibiting bulk’ phassessparation. In the latter
case the particles of species 1 must di use to the outside of the cavity, whilst particles
of species 2 must di use to the centre of the cavity in order to reach equilbbrium .
In Figs.9 and iLl( we digplay the DDF T results for a sim ilar sitnation, except now
the cavity is larger and the num ber of con ned particles isalsom uch bigger: N ; = 16000
particles of species 1 and N, = 15000 particks of soecies 2 (the average densities are
also higher). In F ig.'9 we display the results for the case when the uid, fort< 0, isat
equilbriim in a cavity w ith potentials given by Eq. £8) withR = 8Ry;. Thenatt= 0
the potentials change suddenly to those with R = 10R ;. W e plot the density pro ls
fort = 0,002,006,01,02,05,0.7,1and 1 . At t= 0 the two di erent species
ofparticles are strongly ordered Into altemating layers of the two di erent soecies { an
bnion’ structure. The nalequilbriim con guration, t ! 1 , is that where the two
soecies of particles are uniform Iy m ixed in the cavity, although, due to the preference
of the cavity wall for soecies 1, the density of species 1 is higher in the outer region of
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Figure 8. The second m om ent of the densiy pro ls, m 3 (t), de ned by Eq. 6_2-2:), for
aGCM uid exhbiting m icrophase-separation, w ith density pro lsdisplayed in F Qgs.
:_é and -'j T he solid lines are the second m om ent for species 1, m % (t), and the dashed
linesm % (t), Por species 2. In each case, the curves w ith a higher value ofm ; c! 1)
correspond to a nal extemal potential w ith a larger value of R . Note that In both
casesm 3 (t) is non-m onotonic, whereasm 2 (t) is a m onotonic fiinction of tin e, as was
the case in Fjg.-'_:ﬁ’ foraGCM uild that exhbitsbulk phase separation.

the cavity. The equilbration process is aln ost an order of m agnitude shorter in time
than in either ofthe cases in Figs.’4 or§ forthe GCM  uid exhibiting buk liquid-liquid
phase ssparation, even though the num ber of particles nvolved in these cases is sin ilar.
T his is because the particles m ust di use a distance R11, the particke size, in order
to go from a state with 12 ordering to a m ixed state, whereas for the uid exhibiting
buk’ phase ssparation the particlesm ust di useamuch largerdistance R, the radius
of the cavity. For the reverse (cavicy com pression) situation, the resuls are displayed
in Fig.1(. Initally, ort < 0, the uid is at equilbriim i a cavity with potentials
given by Eq. £8) with R = 10R.;. Then at t = 0 the potentials change suddenly to
those with R = 8Rq;. W e plt the density pro ks ort = 0, 001, 0.02, 006, 01,
02,05,0.7 and 1 . Aswith the cavity expansion case in Fig.9 this process is aln ost
an order of m agnitude quicker In tin e than in either of the cases .n Figs.4 or'§. The
com pression causes the total uid density to st increase around the wall of the cavity,
before increasing near the centre of the caviyy. This results In the bnion’ layers form ing

rst in the outer region and then developing inw ards tow ards the centre of the caviy as
the uid equilbrates.

4. Liouville, K ram ers and Sm oluchow skiequations

W e now tum to the question of what approxin ations are involved in the present
description of the uid dynam ics. Under what circum stances can the equations of
m otion for a solution of colloids suspended in a solvent of much sn aller particles be
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Figure 9. Densiy pro ls ;(rt) (solid line for species 1, dashed line for species 2)
fora uid composed 0ofN ; = 16000 particles of species 1 and N, = 15000 particles of
species 2, which is niially (£ < 0) is at equilbrium con ned In extemalpotentials of
the form nhEq. 6_2-§') with R = 8R;i;.Then att= 0 the extemalpotentialsare suddenly
changed to thosewith R = 10R1;. Thepro ksareplotted forvarioust = kg T R flt.
Thism odel uid exhbitsm icrophaseseparation. The initialt= 0 con guration is an
bnion’ structure.

approxin ated by the stochastic equations of motion @)? Or, equivalently, in which
situations can the tin e evolution of the probability density finction for the fi1ll system
of collold and solvent particles be approxin ated by the Sm oluchow ski equation (11)?
In Refs. 87, 38] these questions are addressed for the case of a uid In which one
of the particles is much larger than the rest and when the solvent friction coe cient
! is su ciently large, that one can argue that the tin e evolution of the probability
distrdoution function for the single big (colloid) particke is govemed by the single
particle Sm olichow ski equation. Here we present an argum ent which is a sinpli ed
generalisation (or N big colloid particlkes) of this argum ent. The deriwation does not
contain new ideas. H owever, we do m ake connections between older, wellknown, resuls
conceming the dynam ics of colloidal uids and m ore recent developm ents in the theory
of solvent m ediated e ective potentials between colloids in solution Bl. The follow ing
therefore provides much insight to the physics incorporated In the Sm oluchow ski
equation and therefore also in the DDF T, and applies generally to colloidal uids.
W e consider a uid oconsisting of a single soecies of N colloid particles ofmassm ,
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Figure 10. This is the reverse case of that displayed in Fig. d. Tnitially ¢ < 0)
the uid is at equilbrium con ned In extemalpotentials ofthe form in Eq. (2:8;:) w ith
R = 10Ri1;. Then at t = 0, the extemal potentials suddenly change to those w ith
R = 8Ri;. The density pro les (solid line for species 1, dashed line for species 2) are
plotted orvarioust = kg T R % t.

suspended In a single com ponent solvent com posed of S solvent particles, ofmassM .
W e denote the coordinates of the i colloid by r; and m om entum p;. T he set of colloid
position coordinates we denote by fr; 5y g and sim ilarly p" fo; 5PN 9.
Forthe solvent particles we denote the Iocation in phase space ofthe ™ solvent particke

by R ;P ). Just as for the colloids, we denote the sets RS fRq; 53R sg and
PS5  fPy; 3P sg. The Ham iltonian for this system is:
rN N S S l w l ><S
H o ;p"iRSPS;0= — P+ —
( ,p 14 14 14 ) 2m - Pf 2M :1? :%
+ Uy @50+ Vs GRS+ Vs RP;0); (30)

where the st two tem s on the right hand side are the ocolloid and solvent kinetic
energy contributions to the Ham iltonian. Vi (¥ ;t) is the colloid potential energy:

X 1X X X X X
Vy (@ ;0 = Vext (T;0) + = vy (Ti;15) +

=1 61 i=1 k6361 361 =1
which is assum ed to be m ade up of a onebody temm (extemal potential v, (ri;t) on
each ocollod particle) a twobody temm (v (rj;ry) is the pair potential), a three body

[ N

V3 (i ry;0) + o (31)
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tem vs (ry; r5;1¢), etc. Note that Vy (@ ;t) describes the direct or bare colloid-colloid
Interaction potential; it does not involve e ective solvent m ediated Interactions and is
therefore not the same as Uy (' ;t) n Eq. @) { we will further clarify this issue later

(e Eq. (43)) . Sin flarly, Vs R °;t) is the solvent potential energy and Vy ;s (&' ;R %)
is the potential energy arisihg from interactions between the colloid and the solvent
particles.

W e can de ne a phase space probability density fiinction £ & *5) @ ;p" ;R 5;P % ;1)
forthe uid, and is tin e evolution is govemed by the (exact) Liouville equation P91

QEm+s) 1 X aew+s) X QEN+s) 1 X8 QEN+S)
—+ —  p; ———+ Xy ———+ — P ——
et m Qr; _ @p; M @R
=1 =1 =1
X5 QEN+S) X5 ee®+s) X QEN +5)
+ Y -+ 7z —+ Zz; — = 0; (32)
=1 @P =1 @P =1 @pl
w here
Qv Qv QVy QVy ;
Xi= =i Y = =i Zi= o 7= i G3)
r; i

are forces on the particles. The Liouvilke equation is a statem ent of the continuiy of
fN*+5) in phase space over tin e.

Since the solvent particles are m uch sn aller than the colloids, they w ill equilbrate
on atine scale ¢ much an aller than the tin e scale . on which the colloids equilbbrate,
ie. ¢ s- W e are Interested In phenom ena that occur on tin e scales cr SOWe can
assum e that e ectively the solvent particlks equilbrate instantaneouslky, and when we
integrate over the solvent degrees of freedom in Eq. (34) we dbtain an equation sim ilar to
the Liouvilke equation for a one com ponent uid of N particles, but w ith an additional
Yolvent’ tem due to Interactions between the colloid and solvent particles:

e 1 X eem) X @QfM) @Qf ™)
+ = ps X = ; 34)

et m _ ery . @p; et

solvent

w here the colloid reduced probability density function is
Z Z
£« ;p" ;) ap®  dREENTI @ p" R5P Y (35)
and fom ally the solvent’ tem is

Z Z
eE™) A
o dpS drSz,£%*S). (36)

solvent =1 @pl

R R
Thetemm dP°® dR°z;£%*%) in (36) is proportional to the average foroe exerted on
colloid iby the solvent particles. O n this toarssgrained’ tin e scale ss the lrading
order contributions to this foroe are a one body (Stokes) drag force on each colloid,
For generality we assume Vy (@ ;t) contains higher body tem s, although it is generally assum ed

that the bare interactions betw een particles are pairw ise w ith no higher body tem s. In principle, the
higherbody term s arise from integrating over quantal degrees of freedom in cbtaining vy  ;t).
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B, where is a friction ocoe cient, and a force tem , x ;, due to solvent m ediated
Interactions between the colloids. T his force is
@ v

Qr;

where y () is the e ective solvent m ediated potential between the colloid particles.
Foran equilbriim uid y )= kT hQs @@ ),whereQs ) isa partialpartition
function E]:

Xi =

37)

BSZ

1
Qs @)= —=— drR%exp Vs @RS+ Vs R®;0) ;5 (38)
S! kg T

and g isthe deBroglie wavelength for the solvent particles. For the equilbriim uid
ny @) can, in principle, be calculated. n general
X 1X x
N @)=V o+ 1)+ < 2 (Ti;r3) +
=1 j61 =1 k6361361 =1

X X X
3(orying) + 539)

alkr

where V' isthe volum e ofthe systam ,  isa zero-body potential B], 1 (r;) isthe solvent
m ediated onebody potential (for exam ple w ith the uid container walls),  (rj;r;) is
a two body pair potential, ;(rj;ry;xn) is a three body potential, and so on. These
potentials are generally density dependent. W e shall assum e that the non-equilibbrium
solvent m ediated potential is the sam e as the equilbriim solvent m ediated potential
@39). This approxin ation should be reliable on tin e scales s, Sihce on these time
scales the solvent particles are e ectively at equilbrium . T hus the leading order temm s
in a Taylor expansion of the force term in Eq. (38) can be expressed as:

ee™) e

£0)
' (p: W+ s
et solvent =1 @pl @pl

; (40)

where isam obility coe cient, which, In principl, is a function of the collbidalphase
soace coordinates. However, we shall assum e and to be constants. If we now
substitute Eq. @0) into Eq. @4), retaining only the two lading order tem s, then we
obtain:

@f(N) 1 X @f(N) X @f(N)
+ = Pi + X i+ xi)
ec Mo Ar; =1 eps
X X' @zea)
= ¢ g%+ er —: (41)
G <H ., @pi

W e recognise this as the K ram ers equation { ie. a generalised FokkerP lanck equation

[3]. At this point we can also m ake the connection between the constants and via

the uctuation dissippation theorem , and we nd that = mksgT . In other words,
when = mlgT , the equilibrium colloid reduced probability distribution function is
correctly given by

" D #

£,/ exp pif+ vy @)+ @) 42)
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where Vy ), the tetm describing the direct interactions between the colloids, is given
by Eq. @1) with a tin e independent extemal potential.
W e now clrify the di erence between the potentials Uy (' ;) n Eq. @) and
Vy @ ;0 n Eq. B81). W e see that the total colloid potential Uy (" ;t), is given by
(e Egs. 1) and (39)):
Uy @ iD= Vy @ i+ @ ): (43)

ie., we see explicitly here that Uy (' ;t) is the sum of the direct colloid interaction
potential (31) and the solvent m ediated potential (39). In Eq. {§) we can therefore
dentify the total colloid e ective one body potential Ueyr (1) = Vet (£1) + 1 (ry), as the
sum of a direct potential and a solvent m ediated potential. Sin ilarly, the total colloid
e ective pair potentialu, (rj;ry) = v, (ri;r5) + 2 (ri;15), the total colloid e ective three
body potentialus (ry;ry;rc) = V3 (i; ;) + 3 (Ti; 7454 ), and the higher body e ective
potentials are a sum of a direct contribution and a solvent m ediated contridbution.

TheK ram ers equation {41)) can also be cbtained asthe (generalised) FokkerP lanck
equation forthe tin e evolution ofthe probability density fiinction forN colloid particlkes
w ith the ollow ing stochastic equations ofm otion HI:

dri _ P,

dt m’

dp; @

&~ B oW @i+ w @ N+ Gib; (44)
where G () = (F@®; {®©; /() is a white noise termn wih correlations given by

Eq. (10). In a stochastic treatm ent of the collbbidal uid one considers the above
equations of m otion, {44), sokly for the colloids and one ncorporates the e ect of the
solvent via the stochastic noise tem , the frdction coe cient  and the solvent m ediated
potential y (). In the treatm ent above, we arrived at the K ram ers equation 1) by
approxin ating the Liouville equation for the full system of solvent and colloid particlkes.
In deriving the K ram ersequation (1) it is clearthat wem ade a very large reduction
In num ber of degrees of freedom in the description ofthe uid, since we have integrated
over the solvent degrees of freedom . H owever, there are still 6N degrees of freedom
in @1) and further reductions are required. W e now fcus on the colloid probability

density function 7

P ;0= " £M @ ;p" 0 (45)

In order to obtain an equation for the tin e evolution of P ™) (' ;t) we have to m ake
further approxin ations. The follow ing is a generalisation of the \quick and dirty"
approach in Ref. P] (see also Refs. §,39]). On integrating w ith respect to the colloid
m om entum degrees of freedom in Eq. @1), we obtain the Hllow iIng continuity equation:
ep™ X' g

+
@t =1 @ri

&= 0; (46)

w here the current 7

1
Ji dp" ;pif‘N Yo PN 0 @7)
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and we have used the fact that the integrals 5 dp; @f ™ '=@p;), 5 dp; @*£"'=@p?) and
dp; @ ;£ ))=@p;) are allequal to zero.
Alwo, fwemultply Eq. (1) through by px=m , the velocity of the k™ collold, and
then Integrate over all the colloid m om entum degrees of freedom , we obtain:

Z Z
RJ X 5 @f(N) X @f(N)
e "R warw)
@t i=1 m m @ri =1 m @pl
Z Z
X Q@ X @Zf(N)
= de&_ If(N) mkT de& —: 48)
m @p; m @pg

=1 =1
If\nke now m akea Yocalm om entum equilbbrium ’ approxin ation (], which setstemm ssuch
as dp" pipipt™) = mks TP ®) ;5 .4, where p;,, is the a{component (a;b= x;y;z)
of them om entum of the i™ particle, then we nd that Eq. @8) reduces to
™)

@@i‘ - k;T @Erk mi(x kFx P M= g 49)
If the friction constant is su ciently Jarge then we can neglct the rstterm in (49),
as it w ill be negligible com pared to the friction term 4, on the Brownian tin e scales
s sand we obtain:

ep ®) @0y & o)
Qny Qry
where = 1=m . Substituting 60) nto Eq. ¢6), we obtain the Sm oluchow skiequation
{1).
The Sm oluchow ski equation is generally presented from the stochastic viewpoint,
starting from the Langevin equations of motion (9). However, as shown above, one

Jx ' kT

; (50)

can argue for its use as an approxin ation to the exact Liouville equations for the tin e
evolution of the probability density function for colloidal uids. The above derivation
dem onstrates the physical conditions under w hich the tin e evolution of the probability
density function of a uid of collbidal particles is described by the Sm olichow ski
equation. By going to the Sm oluchow skiequation (W ith an e ective potentials between
the colloids), the description of the uid is reduced to one based on only the position
coordinates of the colloids, rather than the full set of phase space coordinates for the
colloid and solvent particles, which is, of course, a signi cant sin pli cation.

5. D iscussion and conclusions

In Sec.? we introduced the DDFT ofM arconiand Tarazona 6, 7] for colloidal uids,
ollow Ing a recent derivation in Ref. @] ofthe DDFT starting from the Sm oluchow ski
equation. W e em phasise that this is an approxin ate theory. In Sec.3 we applied the
DDFT to the soeci ¢ case of a binary uid of GCM particlkes con ned In a spherical
cavity of variable size. W e nd that the DDFT is abl to describe accurately the tine
evolution of the highly structured uid onebody density pro ks. W e nd a varety of
collective dynam ic processes that are accounted for by the DDFT . For exam ple, the
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case In Fig.§, where we see a particle concentration Wave’ travelling through the uid
Into the centre of the cavity that allow sthe uid to equilbrate into the phase-ssparated
con guration slightly fasterthan onewould expect, bearing In m ind the results digplayed
in Fig.4, which showed that the uid- uid Interface persists for a Iong tin e after the
cavity radius R is increased. Such phenom ena are very di cult to sim ulate because of
the large num ber of particles involved. It is in situations such asthese wherethe DDFT
should provide a useful toolto analyse the uid dynam ics.

Our strategy is to st consider cases of only a few hundred particles where BD
sinulations can be used to assess the accuracy of the DDFT resuls. In these test
cases w ith fewer particles, where the uid exhibits a lin ited degree of phase ssparation
and wetting behaviour, we nd excellent agreem ent between the DDFT and the BD
simulation results (see or example Figs. and 2). This gives us con dence to trust
the reliability of the DDFT when applied to cases wih m any m ore particlks, where
com parison with sin ulation becom es com putationally too expensive. W e predict that
were one to perform a BD simulation for (say) the cases presented in Figs. 4 and §,
one would nd jist as good agreem ent between the DDFT results and BD sin ulation
results. In fact, one should argue that since the total uid densities are higher in these
sttuations, and the fact that the RPA fiunctional @) becom esm ore accurate at higher
densities B, 21], the results from the DDFT should be even m ore reliabk in these cases.

In Sec. :'4, we derive the Sm oluchow ski equation, starting from the exact Liouvilke
equations by m aking a series of approxin ations In order to go from a description ofthe

uid In tem s of the full set of collbid and solvent phase space coordinates to a (far
m ore m anageabl) description sokly in tem s of the colloid position coordinates (the
Sm oluchow ski equation {17))). Such Integration over degrees of freedom is a process
that is required In order to render a practical statistical description of any condensed
m atter systam . W e believe our derivation is usefiil because i highlights som e of the
approxin ations Involved in the Sm oluchow skiequation for colloids and therefore also in
the DDFT and thus sheds light on the statusofthe DDFT.

The Sm oluchow ski equation is usually presented from the stochastic viewpoint,
since i is the FokkerPlanck equation for the Langevin equations (9). This
connection m akes i clear that the Sm oluchow skiequation and thusthe DDFT neglect
hydrodynam ic e ects. To include hydrodynam ic e ects one would have to treat
the solvent at a kvel beyond that taken here, where the e ects of the solvent are
hoorporated n the DDFT via the e ective solvent m ediated potential between the
colloids and in the friction coe cient ! . O ne can build in hydrodynam ic e ects in the
Sm oluchow skiequation by replacing with amatrix 43, describbing the hydrodynam ic
coupling between colloids iand j [, 40, 41]. However, thism akes the reduction of the
Sm oluchow skiequation to a DDFT much less straightforward.

W e conclude that the DDFT, Eg. £0), should provide a good theory for the
dynam ics of the one body density of a oolloidal uid, even when there is phase
separation and wetting of interfaces, provided that i) the friction constant characterising
the solvent, !, is Jarge enough and i) there exists an accurate approxin ation for
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the excess Helmholtz free energy functional F o[ ]. M any oollbidal uids can be
accurately m odelled as e ective hard-sphere uids and therefore we expect that the
DDFT combined wih findam entalm easure free energy functionals {7, '43] for hard
Soheres to provide a reliable theory for the dynam ics of the one body density pro ke of
a (hard-sohere) colloidal uid.
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